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TT^THF 

'4rh5 7J,1T3TTTT 3TftF^^ 

31 'JHOlfl, 2001 

^ <TOT <lT?i5rri?^ 3TW wf ^ <l THfl<im1*:4 % 3TTTnTf%i: M i aHiM 

'*1-111 

Tf, 60/1/2000/il^tI,^.—■^. f^., ?.!;<i4i(;, 9{H^FimTii& 

Fsr-iiqqisi #{4 3ft 

1995 aftr TTIhI^O+i tflRI (Rlfel ^aft ’ift 'TP'fSFT, ^ TT W=rft*ft ^ aHI«TiG4 TIFT TFI^ 135 ^ f*FdSf®f) 
Fm, 1995 % arjFK 'srftwft (f^ W^^F^'SnftT^WWt) % FF3Ti35''qTfwiTr'R'«fftt f^ra^‘ 
#=1 IT^TT WIT^ % 3T«111T WT ^ apflR mPTT wl'TIKTT MldMftlitUTraf'ZlFft 3?^ 

ifp^ wnft w ai^er %qT 'fti t \ 

Ij ll p l ef cl^RH ^ ?TTf^r^ ^ W dl^‘c4R ^ ^ 3mT ^l?t 


PlillRld T^TRfteTFt^ t I 

i^viKHern'IcH arf^rf^rFT, 1975 ^ 3Tejtr 29 ^ 

Tto 2922.2914 rT^FT epft^Td ^ I d^rPf, ^ T^ftcFToy c^cRft TTS^rnWi 

FR? ^ ci<^HH ^ ^ ^ t I 


t 3frf fcF# ift 


^1^ ^?EftTT -q^ ddJKd ^ qrteTWr ^ %?Tn 70 % WF t 

^ T? dlRldil ^TF7 ^ ^ ^ ^ I 

ij ii R l H ^{: cic^FH Tirra ^ ^irf^rqr d?! f - ^i^ki^pu (f^ 

^ W t) 3ft7 FTf^rt (f^ MddMl?'FTd dl^dld W ^ 


( 1 ) 
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4, 41I^TcTT % gKI ^v3mfeT Hlel tjl-i nSTf dl^cilH 

^ ^ '2IT ^ ^ Pfil'ifrR HTef ^ TRET clT^ ^ I ijiRjcf^lq^xll ^ GRlf^d 
RcT 3T8Tt TTR^ t?fr ^ Ref ^ TRTT 

RR EfT TR t I 

5. Mici'l ^Itr Rc4 


<7RTR Rf^cETETiTta# ^ RTRR ^ RT RR #T ^ TfR ^ 

^TRffeRfef ^ RTRfr ^ TRf RTT RER^eJt RTcf ^ ^TRTcT RT^ 

TRR f^RT ^ Tf ^tRT ^ ^RIRT ^ Ef^Rf^d efRcf ^ RTEfN 

ET t I RfxfRTRRtaft cTl^cfH ^T ^ftofffef ^ v3RTRT qf^Rf^d cTFTd 
^ 3TTRT R? TERR TJcR RT RR t I 

tfitRT: RfxlRrRTfta^ ^ cfSTT ^ 6[TTT flRlflfcl 

RtR^ ^ RraiT ET Md cf^RT RT RR i%R t I TfTRR tJcR Slk Md d^RT 
d5t ^;eTR RT^ ETRRT Rf^ ^^JRR #R d|d Rto t I 
^ Rd ^ RftR TTT^d t ^ dR dT^Rd if fcTRTTtfR ddTTd RT TERR 

dTT ^ ^ Efd t ET ^ RRd ^ Md f^ RE I ^ Rd 

ERE ^iRE TT^ f^TRE t #E dRT dT^Rd ^ MdE^ glTf TE^ R[^3Tt'RT Rdd 
l%R TE ^ t I 

6. arf^ XTd cblT^llcRR Tf^: dRtd TM'^Td fcffidd 3Efe TfddTR ^ 

ddERT, f^, eEd/dlf^ ?dEf^ TTEd dR TTRft TR ^ dd RE^ t 1% d^ dRtd 

d!r ft t I ^ Rd Edd EdtR TERT # f^ ddER- 

^ RfRdt tr d^dRtd Rt 3Efe ?ff^ ft t I 

7. Eldd-;')^ RtR RT RT^: dd^Fd ItBER dt fE ETfSfRT^, TEd^ ^ 

^ Tjd ctt R ddt tr Pfdtf^d TEd^ dTf3ft dtt cEf§Td dfStd tf^, ddd^ RET ddT 
dTT^ ERd dtt ETdd-M did 3TRE dTT^ t I 






[tfrn 1] ____________ '.‘r^ T;j^'T^;_- -W-TiqR^^ ____ 3 

8. ^ ^ 3 T ^: cRfrn^ ^ C^ ^ ^ 3fcrfgr 1 3T^, 1999 t 30 

2000 (18 I 

^ ^ f^=?Tcrarr 'nm A 3Tp:n^ cf^ 3T^r ^ fc^T w ^ 
t t 1%^ cT^IT ^3^ri ^xRT ^T ^£0 f^Eltf^ ^ ^ 

f^rf^ cn1''jp33i fgTTm, ^re'^iefr 

W, ^ teft-110011 ^ I 3T^ ^1 f|?T^ ^ ^ 

■?Twd^ ^ ^ ^ 3ft7 I^Ejff^ -S'T t ^ ^ ^ 

t I 

10. ^TTHT cRfriPT Wtf ^ g5T|‘ W ^ ^ ^ 

TT^ tR 3?Tf^rw^ ^ arf^RjsFrr # wrflRr ^ ^ ^ 4o fM 

c^ ’^tcR ^ ^ I ^srrft-, ait? arrarcT^ ^ ar^ % 

f^ w ??T t, ^ arc?^ ^ 1^ 7F? xr^ ^ cir^ ^ 40 ^ ift?R ^jert 

^ ^ I 'm ^ 1%^ WITT f^ 3T^r%cT pr^ ^ ^atrte 
Rmicif^ ^ w^ c^ WT^ ^r cp^ ar^ET, ?toR ^ i 

11. TRR^Ejt ^ ^ cpi%f t, ^ f^Eft% ?m ^ ^ 

xgrRT 5fTx?T xrf t arsRT wrt ^ xg^Rj ai^ t ^ 'vj^W 

Pi98'i ^ aRRiT? Rcri 4 ^ ^d<^ ?r£?fi c^ aTTerr? arxRr Riw^ cjr? xRcRTr ^l 

12. ?1l4aip|cb XTTI^ ^ f^gm: RRR 6(7) c^ 3T^?TR cTRft Ef^T# 

^ RTT^afRl^ tR^ ^ RRIeRT cfR XfRj^ t RiRT^r SRSf 1%cR^ RfM ^ 

^ 3fj|Vr%r aw ??l Rx? t I 

13. Ri^ R5Tt i%ciR^ m€\ arraRREfi vjert rrt ERfcft t Rt rRr ^rrr c^ oftR? 

aRRsR ■'RTcW R^ cRRcft % RT RRRnj4 ^ XrIr ^ RTRT ^TcRit t Rt 
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rntWr^t, W vJMeiST 3TTHN ^ Pitch^ cfT?- Tra^cTT t 

TFT^ ^ TH PrtplM ^ t I 


MINISTRY OF COMMERCE 
INITIATION NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 31st January, 2001 

No. 6()/l/2()00-DGAD.~M/s Triton Laboratories Ltd., Hyderabad. M/s Vamsi Labs Ltd.. Solapiir, 
M/s .Srinivasa Agro Industries & Drugs Ltd.. Vijaywada and M/s Sri Krishna Pharmaceuticals Ltd., Hyderabad have 
filed a petition before the Designated Authority (hereinafter referred to as the Authority) in accordance with the 
Customs Tariff (Amendment) Act, 1995 and Customs Tariff (Identification. Assessment and Collection of Anti-Dumping 
Dutv on Dumped Articles and for Dctemiinaaon of Injury) Rules, 1995 alleging dumping of Paracetamol originating in 
or c.xported from China and Taiwan and have requested for initiation of anti-dumping investigations and levy' of 
anti-dumping duties. 

1. Product Involved: The product under investigation in the present case is Paracetamol 
originating in or exported from China and Taiwan, 

Paracetamol is classified under Customs sub-heading no. 2922.2914 of Chapter 29 of the 
Customs Tariff Act, 1975. The classification is however indicative only and in no way binding 
on the scope of the present investigations. 

2. Domestic Industry Standing; The petitioners account for 70% of the total domestic 
production and therefore satisfies the standing to file the present petition. 


Countrvties) Involved; The countries involved in the present investigations are the Peoples 
Republic of China, (hereinafter referred to as China), and Chinese Taipei (hereinafter referred to 
as Taiwan). 


Like Goods; The petitioner has claimed that goods produced by it are like articles to the 
goods originating in or exported from China and Taiwan. Goods produced by the petitioner are 
being treated as Like Articles to the goods imported from the subject countries within the 
meaning of the Rules. 

5 Dumping and Dumping Margin; 

NnrmnI Value: The petitioners have claimed normal value in China on the basis of price 
considered in the Initiation of anti-dumping investigations by the European Union on imports of 
Paracetamol into the EU from China and constructed cost of production of Paracetamol The 
petitioners have claimed normal value in Taiwan on the basis of constructed cost of production 

of Paracetamol 

Fxnort once: The petitioners have claimed export price based on the data published by 

DGCIS and secondary sources. Comparing the normal value and export prices the dumping 
margins are significantly higher than the de-minimis limit. 

There is sufficient evidence that the normal values of the product under consideration in China 
and Taiwan are significantly higher than the prices at which it has been exported to India, 
indicating, prima facie, that the subject goods are being dumped by the exporters from China 
and Taiwan. 
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6. Injury and Causal Linki The varicsjs ecoriomk jMicators relating to domestic industry 
such as production, sales, profit/loss etc. collectively and cumulatively, indicates that the 
domestic industry has suffered injury. There is sufficient prima facie evidence that the imports 
of the product under consideration have catised material injury to the domestic industry. 

7 Tnitifltion of Anti-Dumping Investigation; In view of the foregoing paragraph, the 
Designated Authority initiates anti-dumping investigations to determine the existence, degree 
and effect of alleged dumping of the subject goods originating in or exported from the subject 
countries. 

8. Period of Investigation: The period of investigation for the purpose of the present 
investigations is April, 1999 to 30“ September, 2000 (18 months). 

9. Submission of Information; The exporters in the subject countries and the importers in 
India known to be concerned are being addressed separately to submit relevant information in 
the form and manner prescribed and to make their views known to the Designated Authority, 
Ministry of Commerce, Directorate General of Anti- Dumping, Udyog Bhavan, New-Deihi - 
110011. Any other interested party may also make its submissions relevant to the investigation 
in the prescribed form and manner within the time limit set out below. 

10. JRmejyndt: Any information relating to the present investigations should be sent in writing 
so as to reach the Authority at the address mentioned above not later than forty days from the 
date of publication of this notification. The known' exporters and importers, who are being 
addressed separately, are, however, required to sidjmit the information within forty days from 
the date of letter addressed to them separately. It may kindly be noted that no requests 
whatsoever shall be entertained for extension of the above-stated time limit for submission of 
the required information. 

11. Anti-dumping investigations being a time bound exercise, the Designated Authority may 
record its findings on the basis of facts available on record in accordance with the Rules supra, 
if no response is received within the time stipulated or the information is incomplete in any 
respect. 

12. Tnspgfftinn of Public File; In terms of Rule 6(7), any interested party may inspect the 
public file containing non-confidential version of the evidence submitted by other interested 
parties. 

13. In case where an interested party refuses access to, or otherwise does not provide necessary 
information within a reasonable period, or significantly impedes the investigation, the Authority 
may record its findings on the basis of the facts available to it and make such recommendations 
to the Central Government as deemed fit. 

L.V. SAPTHARISHI, Designated Authority 
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